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Russell, ure attracting
We nre ghid to hear that they will probably be
published in n more permanent form

\ CORRECTINY.

1t will be recallected that last week, in explain-
ing the votes on the ‘Texns Boundary Bill and
amendmenta. we showed that their opponents
were in favor of committing to the Committee
of the Whole on the state of the [Tuion, while
their friends wore aoxious to put them through
at once hy the power of the previous «uestion,
which gags debate and cats off all amendments.
In stating, (4 eolunmn, ‘i page, of last weel's Era,)
the secoml vote on committing, we said—

 Let us gee who were in favor of this gag poli-
Then fol-

low the names of those who were in fuvor of eom-

ey - those who voted for it were” &e,

mitting, and of course against the gag policy
The introductory sontonce therefore shonll have
been—** Lot us see who were in favor of commit-
ting, aod sgainst this policy : those who were in
favor of committing, were,” &e.

The majority of our readers doubtless so un-
derstood it, but some may have misapprehended
it. The article was very long, required n very
Inhiorious annlysis and compnrison of votes, and
was prepared amidst great pressure of business,

g0 that cocasionally it was more obseure than it
e wesmen sroudd [0 WE IR DI INOTE LY W ues

stow upon it
-
To the Editor of the Nutiowid Kra :

Siee In your neeount of the procecidings of the
Hlouse upon the Texun boundary bill, you have
my numne rocorded ns yoting in the negative, on
the motion of Mr. Wentworth to commit the bill,
with instructions to insert o colause restricting

slavery in New Mexico. ‘I'he recording of my
namé in the negative, on that vote, was a mistake,
which was corrected on the reading of the Jour-
nal next morning. I hove wever voted ayienst the

Wilmot Provixe, but on all switalile opportunstees divy
velted m favor of it Joux Fueenniy.
House of Representotives, Neydenidny 13, 1850
We saw the vote, but not the eorrection. We
thank Mr. Freedley for calling our sttention to
the muttor —Ed. Evu

THE CALIFORNIA BILL = THE VOTEX.

We conclude to-duy the record of the action of
Congress npon the measures recommended origi-
nally by the Cowpromise Committes of the Son-
Ate

Suturdoy, September 7th, the bill for the admis-
sion of Californin was taken from the Speaker's
tuble, and read twice hy ita title. Mr. Boyd of
Kentucky (18 usual) was recognised hy the Chair,

1 the sum- |
and their ngreement was not |
“ sgaare miles of ntuxur-l grulll'.: Pl e

¢ | Rissell, [invis

An aualysis presents the following resulis
FOR THE BILL,

Maun of Penneylvanis
MeClernand of Hlinois
MeDonald of lndinns
MeLanahan of Pa
Morris of Ohio

Olds of Ohin

Peaalee of N. 11

Albertaon of lodiana
| Bingham of Michignn,

| Booth® of Connectieat
Brown of Indians
Buel of Michigan

i Cable of Ohio

| Carter, Ohio Peck of Vermont
| Dimmick of P'a Potter of Ohio.
Disuey of Ohio Richardson of Ilinois

RRobhbias of Pa.
Robinson of Indiana,
Itoss ol Penosylvania
Sawtelle of Maine
Ntetson of Maine

Y S

Doty of Wisconsin
| Dunham of ludinns
| Durkee* of Win

Fitch of Indiana

Fuller of Muine
Sweetser of Ohio
Thamnson of 'a

ANARY Wh oh eey
Gilmore of Pa
i r‘l?”"‘& c"’!""."'
| Iarsn o Ynoasna
Harris of HHinois
Hibbard of N. I
Hougland of Ohio
P. King* of New York
Leitier of lowa.
Littlefiell of Maine
Somthern Demorrats,
Bay of Missoari.
Howlin of Missouri
liwing of Tenn.

Y AR WL vt Tt
Waldo of Connecticat
Wentworth of Hlinois
W hittlesey of Ohio
Wildrick of N. T,

Young of lllinois—19.

Jones of ‘T'enneasen
Mason of Kentueky,
Hall of Missauri. McLane of Muryland.
Humilton of Maryland. Phelps of Missouri—10.
Nocthern Whizs

| Alexanderof N. Y King of Rhode Island,
Allen® of Mass King of New Jersey.
Andrews of New York J. A l“l‘lg of N Y
inker of Hlinois Levin (v. ) of Pa
Bonnett of New York.  Mann of Mass,

Bokee of New York. Matteson of New York
Briggs of New York. MeGaughey of Iudiana.
Brooks of New York MeKissock of N. Y.
Barrows of New York. Mewoham of Vermont,
Butler of Pennsylvania.  Moore of Penn.

Hutler of Connecticut  Nelson of New York.
Culvin of Pennsylvania. Newell of N, J.
Camphell of Ohio Ogle of l‘enmlylumi‘;
Casey of Pennsylvania.  Otis of Maine. +
Chandler of Pa. Phoenix of New York,
Clark ofNew York. Pitman of Pennsylvania.
Cole of Wiscensin. Putnam of New Yeck.
Corwin of Ohio. Iteed of Pennsylvania,
Crowell of Ohio. Reynolds of New York.
Dickey of Pu. Root* of Ohio.

Dixon of 1. Rose of New York.
Duer of New York, Iumsey of New York.
Dunean of Mass. Sackett of New York.
Eliot of Muss. Schenck of Ohio.

Evans of Ohio. Schooloraft of N. Y.
Fowler of Maas. Schermerhorn of N. Y.
Freedley of Penn. Silvester of New York.
Giiddings of Ohio Sprague of Michigan.
Grott of New York. Stevens of Pa.
Ciould of New York. Taylor of Ohio.
Grinnell of Mass. Thurman of N. Y.
Halloway of New York. Tuck of N.11.

Henry of Vermont, Underhill of New York
Howe of Pa. Van Dyke of N. J.
IHunter of Ohio. Vinton of Ohio.

Juckson of New York.  White of New York.
Juliasu® of lndiana. Wilson of N. [1.—71.
Sowthern Whigs.

Anderson of Tennesseo. Marshall of Kentuoky.
Bowie of Md MecLean of Kentucky.
Breck of Kentucky. Morehead of Kentucky.
Caldwell of N.Carolina.  Stanly of N, Carolina.
vans of Maryland T'hompson of Kentucky.
Gentry of Tennesser. Watking of Tennessee.
Haymond of Virginia.  Williams of Tenn.
Johnson of Kentucky.  Houston of el —17.
Kerr of Maryland,

T'hose marked thus * are free-soilers

AGAINST THE BILL.
Sowthern Democrats,

Ashe of N. Carolina. Jobnson of Arkansas,
Averett of Virginin. Kaufman of Texas.
Bayly of Virginin. L Sore of Lonisiana.
Beale of Virginia. MeDowell of Virginin.

Bowden, of Alabama. MeMullen of Virginia.
Boyd of Kentucky. Metlueen of S, C,
BRrsr¥outh Curolina,  Menide of Virginin,
Caldwell of Kentucky.  Millson of Virginia
Cohb of Alnbuma. Morse of Lonisinna
Coleock of 8. €. Orr of South Carolina.
Daniel of N, (0. Parker of Virgiuin.
Fdmundson of Va, Powell of Vieginia
Featherston of Miss. Savage of 'Tennessee
Circen of Missouri. Seddon of Virginia.
[laralson of Georgin.  Stanton of Tennessee,
Harris of Tennessee, Stanton of Kentueky.
I [arris of Alabama,

Thomas of ‘Tenncsseo.
Holladay of Virginin,  Thompson of Miss.
Howard of Texas.

Venable of N C
Hubbard of Alabams. Wallace of 8. €,
Inge of Alahsma. Wellhorn of Georgia,
Juckson of Georgin, Woodward of 8. C 40,
Sout hern

Whigs.
Alston of Alahama. Morton of Virginia,
Cubell of Florida.

Outlaw of N. Carolina.
(lingman of N. €. Owen of Gieorgin,
Dehierry of N, Carolina  Shepperd of N. €.
Hillined of Alubamn. T'oombs of Georgin—1n.
Sectionally we have the following view
Noithern or Free Srates.
Yeas, Nayw
Muine ’ . 6 "
New Hampshire 1 o
Vermont . ; 4 0
vinssnchusetts fi 0
IR hode 1slund 4 0
Connectiont . 4 i
New York 4 0
New Jersey | 0

and proposed an amendment providing for the
establishment of a Territorial Government for
Utah. Mr. Vinton objected that the amendment
wus out of order, not being germane to the bill,
The Spenker said the decision made by himsell
when the Texan Boundary bill was under disens.
gion covered the point of order raised hy Mr
Vinton , therefore he ruled the amendment in or-
der, 1t will be recollected that, when the Spenk-
er decided that the amendment of Mr. Hoyd, in.
corporating the bill for the establishment of Ter-
ritorial Government in New Mexico and Utah
with the Texan Doundary bill, was in order, he
was sustained on an appesl, by a vote of 129 to
%4 i decielon that the smendment, adding
the Utsh Territorial bill to the bill for the ad-
mission of Culifornin, was in order, wos identical
in principle with the former one, and had the
House been consistent, it would have been sus-
tained, "That it was an erroneous decision, every
intelligent and candid mind must, it secms to us,
acknowledge. Pat in the former oase, the ma-
jority was in favor of u combination of mensures,
in the Iatter, ngainst it, so that the vote in both
cases was controlled by o determination to effect
a oertnin purpose. ‘The decision of the Speaker
was sustained in the former case by o vote of 129
to 83, or & majority of 16 ; and reversed in the
Jatter by a vote of 117 to 87, or & majority of 28!

Mr. Thompeon of Mississippl ohtained the
floor, and moved o substitute for the bill, propos-
ing to orgnpize the State of California north of
362 40, and form a Territory south of that line
fle ot the same time nccepted and moved an
smendment to the bill, providing that the south-
ern boundary of said State be established on the
parsllel of 267 90 north latitude.

Mr. Richiirdson of linois demanded the pro-
vious guestion, nul the Speaker explained that if
it were soconded, the Ilouse would be brought

to a vote first upon the smendment, then the sub-
stitute, and finally upon ordering the bill to a
third reading. Motions were walde to adjourn,
yens and nays asked, but the Touse resolved to
proceed to n decision.  The previous ques-

tion was seconded, nud the juestion belug put on
Mr. Thompson's amendment, it was rejectod—
yens 70, nays 132—nll the yreas being from the
South, all the ways from the North, exocpt Gen.
try and Williams of Tenuessee, Huymond of
Virginia, Houston of Delaware, Kerr of Mary-

land, Phelps of Missouri, Stanly of North Curo- |

lina—six Wiigs, one Democral,

Mr. ‘Thompson’s substitute was then rejected —
yeas 71, nays 134—all the yeas being from the
South, all the says from the North, except Bowie
and Kerr of Maryland, Bowlin, Hall and Phelps
of Miasouri, Gentry, Williams, and Watking of
Teynessce, Stanly of North Carolina, Haymond
of Virginia, and Houslon of Delaware—eight
m‘, and three Diwmocrats,

The question recurred on ordering the bill to s

I"enusy lvania ' 0
Ohio I 0
Indinna . 1 0
Hlinois 7 ]
Michigan a 0
Wisconein . i i
lowa 1 0
Total . 12 1]
Southern or Slavcholding Statex,

Yens, Nays
Ihelaware ] | 0
Maryland h 0
Virginia : |
North Cuarolina s 2
South Carolion 0
Gieorgin A
Florida . (1]
Alabama .0
Louisiana . 0
Texns v B
Arkansas ) 0
Missouri . 0
Tennessee ) 7
Kentuoky . A,
Missouri ; :

1—'__'..'.—-._'4-4—-'-»4'.-'_'

Totul 3 ) T

Navth.  Sowth, Tora
Yeas . b y
Nays . ' 0 )

-

Majority . ' . 95

Two-thirds of the Southern members voted
ogainst the admission.  Tial the State been o
slaveholding one, they would have voted for it
Their opposition, therefore, rested upon the fact
that il was n free State. Of course, they can-
not complain if Northern Members of Congresss
hereafter should oppose the admission of any more
glave States.

We hope the Demoerats of the free States will
not overlook another sspect of this vote. Seven-
toen Southern Whigs voted for the admission of
the free State of Culiforuin—only ten against it
—while forty-six Southern Democrats voted
against it and only ten for it! Indeed, in the votes
on the former bills, there was a similar ditference
in fuvor of the liberality of the Southern Whigs.

And yet, the Wadhugton Union claims the
sottlement of this territorial question as. the
work of the National Democracy. The truth is,
with some honorable exceptions in the House and
Senate, the Democratic members from the South
| huve throughout the session displayed a most in-
'l tolerant, seetional spirit.

Cieorgia said California must not come into the
| Union.  Mr, Clingman announced that the game
of ohstruction would be resorted to aguinst her
The Southon Press laughed st the idea of admit-
ting her—such an act would overthrow the Union,
What a comment upon ull this, is the peaceful
ndmission of the new State, with an unmutilated
boundary, by & vote of two to one—only ten men
having been found in the IHouse silly enough to
attempt the game so solemnly threatened by Mr
Clingwan'

Johnson of Tennessee, |
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THE UTAH BILL.

Satwriday, September 7, the House resolved it-
gelf into Committee of the Whole on the state of
{be Union. Mr. Boyd, who seems to have been
selected ng the chief manager in the FHouse of the
‘ompromise measures from the Sennte, was rec-
ognised by the Speakery nod he hoped by unani-
mons consent the Utah Bill might be taken up.
The first section was read, as follows:

S B o enncted, &e., &e, That all that part of
the territory of the United States included with-
in the fullowing limits, to wit: bonnded on the
west by the State of California, on the north
by the Territory of Oregon, and on the east
by the summit of the Rocky Mountains, and on
the south by the thirty-seventh parallel of north
intitude, be snd the game is hereby created into a
temporary (iovernment, by the name of the Ter-
ritory of Utah; and when admitted as a State, the
siond Terestory, or any portion of the same, shatll be
yeevivad tnte the Uniony with or without slavery, as
tieir Constitution may prescrilbe af the tme of thar
admission : Provided, That nothing in this act
contained shall be construed to inhibit the Gov-
ernment of the United States from dividing said
T'erritory into two or more Territories, in such
| manner and at such times ns Congress shull deem
convenient and proper, or from attaching any
portion of said Territory to any other State or
T'erritory of the United Stutes”

M~ Woenitworth said there wias one proviso in
this bill. and he wishel to move another, aa fol-

“That neither slavery nor involunisry servi-
[ tude, except for erime whereof the purty shall
have been duly convieted, shall exist in any of
the Territories acquired by the treaty of Guadas-
lupe Hidalgo.”

He suhsequently modified it so as to evaden
point of order, ax follows :

“That neither slavery nor involuntary servi-
[ tude, except for crime whereof the party shall
bave been daly convicted, shall exist in the said
Territory.”

As the yess and nays cannot be called in Com-
mittee, tellers are demanded, where it is desirable
to hold members to some responsibility, but this
is a poor suhstitute for the yeas and nays. The
question on this amendment—the Wilmot Pro-
viso—was taken by tellers, snd decided in the
negative—yeas 09, nays 75—only 147 members
voting in & Flouse of 210! The free States send
199 members, so that only a few more than half

| the vole in favor of it

of them voted on the Proviso. Could the ques-
tion have been taken in the House, by yeas and
nays, the Proviso might have been defeated, but
ould Auve deca¥uch
larger.

We were not present on this vote, but we are
informed that among the nays was General James
Wilson of New Hampshire, who, after having
heen elected on the strength of his desperate pro-
fesaions of FreesSoilksm, fulfilled his pledges on
this memorable occasion by voting ull the way
through with the pro-slavery men. Since then,
he has resigned his seat in Congress, und is an
applieant, we understund, for the collectorship in
Caulifornia,

Mr, Seddon of Virginia moved :

“ And that, prior to the formation of State Con-
stitutions, there shall be no prohibition by reason
of sny law or usage existing in said Territory, or
by the action of the Territorial Legislature, of
the emigration of all citizens of the United States

with sny kind of property recognised as such in
any of the States of the Union”

Rejected —yeas 5, nays 870,

Mr. Stevens of Pennsylvania moved .

“ And when admitted as a State, the said Ter-
ritory, or any portion of the same, shall be re-
oeivel into the Union, with or without slavery,
a8 their Constitution may prescribe st the time of
their admigsion.”

Rejected—yeas 55, nays S0,

Mr. Fitch moved the following ns an additional
proviso to the Ist section of the bill, viz:

“ Providwl, "That the Mexican law prohibiting
slavery be and remain in full foree in said Terri-
tory.”

Mr. Millson moved to smend the amendment
of Mr. Fitch, by offering the following as n sub-
stitute:

& Provuded, 'That no law or ussge existing in
the paid "U'erritory, at or hefore the time when the
WHRY ':n‘!é?qulrul by the United shall be

L - 2 1 .
tory, nuy righ‘w owlmm@u OTJ";;--
sons that mf be now recognised and allowed in
any of the United States”’

Mr. Millson's amendment was rejectod—yens
49, mays 45 Mr Fiteh's amendment met with &
similar fute, being also rejected—yens 52, nuys S5,

Mr. Wellborn of Georgia moved :

“ Pravdal, further, That the people of said Ter-
ritory be nllowed to pass all laws necessary for
the protection of slavery within suid Territory,
should slaves be introduced there”

Mr. Seddon moved to amend the amendment
hy adding the following :

“ And to remove all restrictions to the free cm-
igrition of persons with their property.”

Both amendments were rejected without a di-
vision,

Mr. Schenck moved to amend by striking out
the following from the Oth section, viz:

“ Fixeept only that, in all coses involving title
to slaves, the said writa of error or appeals shall
be allowed aud desiaed by the said Supreme
Conrt, withont regard to the value of the matter,
property, or title in controversy ; and except,
nlgn, that”

Mr. Schenck explnined that he desired to get
rid of the implication that slavery existed in the
‘Territory.  1lis amendment, however, was disa-
greed to, it heing the manifest detepmination of
the House to put the bill through precisely ag it
came from the Senate.

The Committee rose, reported the bill, which,
under the operation of the previous question, was
ordered to a third reading, and then passed—yens
#7, nays S5,

Nowrneny Desocrats 18 THE AFFIRMATIVE—
Albertson, Bissell, W, J. Brown, Dimmick, Dis-
ney, Dunham, Fuller, Gerry, Gilmore, Gormun,
Harris of Ilinois, Hibbard, Hoagland, Lefiler,
Littlefield, Muun of Pennaylvania, MeClernand,
MeDonnld, McLanahan, Peaslee, Potter, Rich-
ardson, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Strong, Thomp-
son of Pennsylvania, Walden, Wildrick, and
Young— .

Nowrnery Wiss 18 1ue Arrinmative—Bo-
kee, Briggs, Brooks, Butler of Pénnsylvania,
Casey, Eliot, Levin, Pitman, Rose, Thurman,
Wilson—11.

Alfirmative votes from the North, 41,

Disocraric Navs vrow e Nowrn—Bing-
ham, Booth, Cable, Doty, Fitch, Harlan, Preston
King, Morrig, Olds, Peck, Sawtelle, Stetson,
Sweetser, Waldo, and Wentworth—15,

Wit Navs rueosm e Nowtsw—Alexander,
Benuett, Burrows, Butler of Conn., Calvin, Camp-
bell, Chandler, Clurke, Cole, Corwin, Crowell,
Dickey, Dixon, Duer, Dunean, Kvans of Ohio,
Fowler, Gott, Gould, Ialloway, Hebard, Henry,
Huunter, Jackson of New York, G. G. King, J. G
King, J. A. King, Mann of Massachusetts, Mat-
teson, MeKissock, Meacham, Moore, Nelson,
Newell, Ogle, Otis, Reed, Reynolds, Rumsey,
Sackett, Schenck, Schooloraft, Silvester, Sprague,
Stevens of Pennsylvania, Tuylor, Van Dyke, and
Vinton— 15,

Fure Soi. Navs veow mue Nowru—Allen,
Durkee, Giddiogs, 1lowe, Julisn, Root, and
Tuek—7.

Total nuys from the North, 70

Fifteen nays were given hy Southern members
who were opposed to any settlement of the ques-
tion nt all.

So the Utah Bill, excluding the Wilmot Pro-
viso, and providing that the People of the Terri-
tory, when they shall come to form & State Gov-
ernment, may allow or prohibit slavery just as
they please, was passed.  Of course, the sot of
this Congress cannot bind the Congress that shall
decide on the question of admitting Utah as
State. That Congress will be bound by its own

Jjudgment alone.

Coaxing Groraia ro Star v ik Usion—~The
Washington Repudlic (Mr. Webster's echo) is
cosxing (ieorgin, in a most winning style, to sty
in the Union. ‘There is imminent danger that
Gieorgia will yield to the soft enticement,

The Demoorats of Massachusedts have nomina-
ted umlﬂ. Boutwell & candidate for Gov-

ernor, eory Cushman for Lieutenant Gov-
erpor. d

| dictional limits to eutablish a depot or

THE FUGITIVE BILL.

Next week we shall publish this bill, as it
finally passed Congress and reosived the sanction
of the Executive. It disregards all the ordinary
socurities of personal liberty. It incresses the
facilities for the apprehension nnd surrender of
fugitive slaves, by authorizing the appointment of
a8 many commissioners as the Circuit Courts of
the United States may choose to appoint, to de-
cide in cases of claims for fugitives. No provi-
sion is made for jury trial, habeas corpus, OF ap-
peal; none for redress of injuries to the freeman
who may be arrested and imprisoned, through
mistake, carelessness, wantonness, or sinister pur-
pose. Whether a man shall be consigned to per-
petual bondage or not. is to be left to the sole de-
cision of any person who may be designated ag
commissioner, scting without responsibility. In
the free States. the office of n commissioner ap-
pointed polely for the purpose of securing the
recapture and delivery of rupaway slaves, will
be aredious one, so odious, that it will be almost
h&a to find any person of respectability to
discharge its functions. The consequence will be,
that men of disreputable character will be ap-
pointed, to whom the difference hetween five dol-
lars—the fee allowed when the claim is decided
sgalaghcc® © g A R B angrerrad ok
the claim is ndjudged good—will be an important

-,

o iniodl i e

to aid, if necessnry, in the npprehension aud de-
livery of fugitives; and the punishment for aid-
ing in their escape, or for harboring them, is one
thousand dollars, with imprisonment not exceed-
ing #ix months, besides oue thousind dollars, to
be recovered in a suit for eivil damages for each
fugitive thus aided or harborel. We ghall have
more to say of it hereafter,

This bill having undergone discussion in the
Senate, was finally passed and sent to the ITouse,
where, September 12, it was taken up and forced
through without discussion, considerntion, or any
opportunity for amendment.

The bill eoming up, James Thompson of Penn-
sylvania was recognised by the Spesker, who, we
suppose, understood the views of that gentleman.
He addressed the House in support of the hill,
and closed by moving the previous yuestion. Mr.
Stevens of Pennsylvania sppealed to his colloague
to withdraw the motion, ns he desired to reply to
him. Mr. Thompson would congent only on con-
dition that Mr. Stevens would renew it, and this
he refused to do. Other appeals were no more
saccessful. Mr. Crowell moved a call of the
Hbuse, Reffided. ‘The demand for the previous
question was sustained—yeas 57, nays 00. Mr.
Stevens moved to lay the bill on the table.  Lost—
yeas 67, naye 114, The main uestion wes or-
dered to be put, and“the bill was ordered to a
third reading—yeas 105, nays 73 The bill wis
read a third time by its title, and the question
being, Shall it pass? Mr. Thompson moved a
call of the House, which was decided in the nege-
tive—yeas 73, nays 100. The question, Shall this
bill puss? was then decided in the affirmative—
yeas 109, nays 75, The vote we find clussified in
the New Yorik Everang Post, as follows:

YEAS,

Democrats —Maine—Fuller, Gerry, Littlefield.
N. Hampshire—Hibbard, Peaslee. New York—
Walden, New Jersey—Wildrick. Pennsylva-
l[llh-TDhunlnk,’ Mann, Mel.nnahnnfh Rohbins,

oss, Thompeon, Virginia—Averett, Bay, Bayly
Beale, MeDonald, McMullen, Hulliday,‘Mmdet
Millson, Parker, Powell, Seddon. N. Carolina—
Ashe, Caldwell, Venshle. South Carolina—Burt,
Coleock, MeQuueen, Orr, Wallace, Holmes, Wood-
ward. Georgin—IHaralson, Jackson. Alabama—
Bowdon, Cohb, Hubbard, loge. Louisiana—La
Sore. ‘Tennessee—Ewin , Harris, Johnson, Sav-
age, Stanton, Thomas, Wellborn. Texas—How-
ard, Knufman, Mississippi—Brown, Feather-
ston, MoWillie, Thompson. Arkansas—John-
son, Jones, Missouri—Bay, Bowlin, Green, Hall,
Hamilton, Phelps. Kentucky——ﬂogltll Caldwell,
Mason, Stanton. Ohio—IHoagland, Miller. Mich-
igan—Buel. [ndinnn—Albertson, Brown, ‘Dun-
ham, Gorham, Hlinois— Bissell, Harris, MoCler-
nand, Richardson, Young. lowa—Lefller. Cali-
fornin—@Gilbert.

Whigs—New Hampshire—Hibbard. Massa-
chunstie CRMoL_ObioT Taylor, Virgloiardiey:
Houston. North Carolina—Clingman, Deberry,
Stanly. South Carolina—Outlaw. Georgin—
Owen., Toombs.  Alabama—Ashton, Ilillined.
Tennessee—Anderson, Gentry, Watkins, Wil-
linms, Kentucky—Breck, Johnson, Marshall,
MecLean, Thompson, Indiana—MeGaughey.

NAYS,

Demoernts —Maine—Sawtelle, Stetson. (Ton-
neoticut—Dooth, Waldo. Ohio—Cable, Carter,
Digney, Morris, Whittlesey, Wood. Michignn—
Bingham, Indisna—Fitch, Harlan, Robinson.
Ilinois—Wentworth. California— Wright.

Wihigs.—Maine — Otis.  Vermont — Hebard,
[lenry, Meacham. Massachusetts—Duncan, Fow-
ler, Mann, Rhode Island—Dixon, King. Con-
necticut—DButler. New York—Alexander, Bur-
nett, Brigr, Burrows, Gott, Gould, Halloway,
Jackson, Jobhn A, King, Matteson, McKissock,
Nelson, Putnam, Rumsey, Sackett, Schermerhorn,
Schooleraft, Thurman, Underhill. New Jersey—
Hay, King. Silvester. Peunsylvinia—Calvin,
Chandler, Dickey, Freedley, Hampton, Moore,
Pitman, Reed, Stevens. Ohio—Corwin, Evans,
Vinton. Michignn—Sprague. [llinois—Baker.

Free-8Boilers—New Humpshire—Tuck.  Mas-
sachusetts—Allen. New York—[Preston King.
Pennsylvanin—IHowe. Ohio—Camphell, Crowell,
Giddiogs, [Tunter, Root. Indiana—Julian. Wis-
consin, Durkee.

Yeas 109, nays 70

ABAENT OR NOT VOTING.

Northern Wihigs.—Andrews, Ashmun, Bokee,
Brooks, Butler, Casey, Clarke, Conger, Duer,
Goodenow, Grinnell, Levin, Nes, Newell, Ogle,
Phaenix, Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, Hose,
Schenck, Spaulding, Van Dyke, White—24.

Free-Soilers—Wilmot—1.

Northern Democrats —Cleveland, Gilmore, Olds,
Peck, Potter, Strong, Sweetser, Thompson of
lowa—8,

Southern Wings—Cabell, Evans of Maryland,
Morehead—1

Southern Democrats — Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly,
Beale, Bocock, Hackett, Harmanson, |lammond,
MeDowell, McLane, Morse—12.

Total absent or not voting— 0.

Northern Democrats voting for the hill—27,

Northern Whigs voting for the bill—4 = Tlib-
bard of New Hampshire, Eliot of Massachusetts,
Taylor of Ohio, MeGaughey of Indiana.

The members who intentionally absented them-
selves when this bill was about to be voted on,
are less to be respected than those who beldly
recorded their names in the affirmative. Mr.
Stevens of Pennsylvania, after the passage of the
bill, gravely rose, and suggested to the Chair the
propriety of despatching one of the pages, to in-
form his Whig friends who had gone out, that
they now esuld return in safety, as the slavery

matter was disposed of !

il

THE SLAVE TRADE BILL.

T'he bill to suppress the slave tride in the
District of Columbia, which passed the House on
the 17th inst., is as follows :

U Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre-
sentatives of the United States of dmenici w Con-
gress assembled, That from and after the day
of —— mext, it shall not be lawful to bring into
the District of Columbia l:.llay IIF!'O :hurur, fur
the purpose of being sold, or for the purpose of
bd.n: in depot, to be subsequently trans-
ferred to any other State or place to be sold us
merchandise. And if u{ slave shall be brought
into the gaid Distriot by its owner,or by the au-
thority or cousent of its owner, contrary to the

visions of this set, such sluve shall thereupon
Fecome liberated and free.

Sxc. 2. And be i further exacted, That it shall
and may be lawful for each of the corporations
of the cities of Washington aud Georgetown,
frow time to time, and a8 often as niny be neces-
sary, to abate, break up, and aholish any depot
or place of confinement of slaves brought into the
said District as merchandise, contrary to the pro.
visions of this set, by such appropriate meaus ns
E:L appear to either of the said corporations ex-

yw

ent nnd proper. And the same power is here-
ested in the court of Washington coun-

ty, if any attempt shall be made within itad:ari-—
e of

confinement for slavea brought into the Distriet
u# merchandise for sale contrary to this set”
“I'his bill does not touch the relation of slavery
aa it exists in the District—it does not prevent
the sale of slaves to be transported out of the
District—it simply probibita the importation of
laves as merchandise into our territory, and au-
thorizes the corporations of Washington and

Georgetown to break up depota of slaves #o im-

ported. We hail it as one step, though & short

one, in the rightdirection. )

But even this smal! concession to the spirit of
the age was grodgingly ylelded by the slavehold-
ing members of Congress. They attempted at !i_m
to encumber it with a vindictive provision, making
the act of inducing or aiding luves in the Die-
to escape. a felony, punishable with fine, and im-
prisonment in the penitentiary not more than ten
or less than five years : and failiog in this, they
generally voted against the bill.

Iu the Senate, September 14, the bill having
heen reported from the Committee of the Whole
with amendments, was taken up, The smend-
ments ns suhsequently modified were s follows

“Sgo. 3. Aad be it further enacted, That if any
free person or persons, within the District of Co-
Inmbia, shall entice, or induce, or attempt, by
persuasion or other means. to entice or induce
any slave or slaves to run away from his, ber, or
their owoer or lawful possessor, or shall in any
manner aid, abet, or as«ist any slave or slaves in
running awsy or eseaping from the owner or lnw-
ful possessor of such slave or slaves, or shall har-
bor any slave or slaves with the intent to nasist
him, her, ™ them, to escape from the service of
such owner or possessor, such person or persons
shall be liable to indictment in the criminal court
of the District of Columbis; and upon convic-
tion, by verdiet, confession, or otherwise, shall be
lnpnnontd" in the penitentiary not exceeding five
- Bger ol .in

“Syc. 4. dud be it further enacted, That in case
snv glave op.algvas yor ingeasd . vopgnsdal or mn.
TICHD Yo FUR A aay, uf hEsmed D laag waly, ot
barbored with intent to nssist him, her, or
them, in running away or cscaping from service,
shall run away and escape from the ser-
vice of the lawful owner or owners, any person
couvicted as aforesaid of such enticing, persus-
ding, nssisting, or harboring, shall also be sen-
tenced by the said court to pay to the owner
or owners of said slave of slaves the value
of the same, to be nasessed and determined by
the said court, to be recovered by execution, as in
cases of other ju

% Sec. 5. Aad be wt further enacted, That the said
corporations and the ssid levy court, respectively,
shall be, and they are hereby, invested with the
power, by police i not inconsistent
with the laws and tation of the United
States, to prohibit the of free negroes to
reside within their regpetive jurisdictional limits,
and to remove therefrom m‘n a8 may come with-
in these limita contrary to such prohibition, and
to regulate the behaviour of those now residing or
who may hereafter be allowed to reside in the
same; and to enforce such removal, or a compli-
ance with such regulaiion, by a fine not exceed-
ing two hundred dollars, imprisonment at la-
bor for a time not exceeding six months, or ei-
ther, st their discretion™ -

The question wad taken on concurring in each
section separately. The 3d section was rejected
as follows : i

Y uas—Mesers. Badger, Barnwell, Bell, Berri-
en, Butler, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dick-
inson, Downs, Foote, Hunter, King, Mason, Mor-
ton, Pratt, Rusk, Sebustinn, Soulé, Sturgeon, Tur-
uey, Underwood, and Yulee—22

Navs—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bright,
Chase, Clarke, Clay, Davis of Massachusetts,
Dayton, Dodge of Wimnain, Dodge of lowa,
Ewing, Felch, Fremont, Greene, Gwin, Hale,
Hamlin, Jones, Norris, Seward, Shields, Smith,
Spruance, Waiu, Walker, and Winthrop—26.

Dickinson and Sturgeon were the only North-
ern Senators voting in the affirmative. Benton,
Clay, Sprusnce, und Wales, from slave States,
voted in the negative. Fremont and Gwin, it
will be observed, voted with the North, General
Cass absented himself.

The 4th section being dependent upon the 3d,
was rejected without a division.

A motion made by Mr. Davis of Mississippi to
postpone further proceedings till Monday, fail-
ed—yeas 15, nays 31,

The question was taken on concurring with
the 5th section, and decided in the negative ns
follows :

Yeas—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell,
Bell, Berrien, Butler, Duvis of Mississippi, Daw-
son, Dickinson, Downs, Hunter, King, Mason,
Morton, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, and Tur-
ney—20.

Nave — Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bright,
Chage, Clarke, Clay, Davis of Massachusetts,
Dayton, Dodge of Wimnsin, Dodge of Towa,
Douglas, Ewing, Felch, Fremont, Gmh Gwin,

Hale, !iumlin, Jones, Norris, Seward, Shields,
BmlLb noe, Sau;gwn, ljadmoo&, Wales,
TRl pe l Wiy =

Dickinson, the only Northern man voting in
the aflirmative ; Benton, Clay, Underwood, Spru-
ance, and Wales, from slave States, voting nay,
Cieneral Cass absented himself,

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed fora
third reading by the following vote:

Y ras—Messrs. Baldwin,d Benton, Bright, Cass,
Chase, Clarke, Clay, Davis of Massachusstts,
Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge
of lowa, Douglus, Ewing, Felch, Fremont, Greene,
Gwin, Hale, lamlin, Jones, Norris, Seward,
Shiel‘iu, Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwooid,
Wales, Walker, Whiteomb, and Winthrop—32.

Navs—Messrs, Atchizon, Badger, Barnwell,
Bell, Berrien, Butler, Davis of Mississippi, Daw-
son, Downs, | lunter, King, Mason, Morton, Pratt,
Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Turney, snd Yulee—14,

Benton, Clay, Underwood, Spruance, and
Wales, were the only Southern Senators who
voted in the affirmative. Gienernl Cass, who had
dodged on the amendments, could safely venture
a vote on the bill itself. ‘The reporters and let-
ter-writers were greatly nmused at the good luck
of the General in always finding business out of
the Senate, just when a vote would huve been in-
convenient.

The bill was taken up Mondny following, and
passed by the following vote -

Yxas—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bright, Cass,
Chase, Clarke, Clay, Cooper Davis of Massachu-
gette, Dayton, Dickinson Dodge of Wisconsin,
Dodge of lowa, l}m::f Ewing, Felch, Fremont,
Greene, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, Houston, Jones,
Norris, Seward, Shields, Spruance, Sturgeon,
Underwood, Wales, Walker, Whitcomb, and
Winthrop— 1.

Navs—Mesars. Atchison, Badger, Durnwell,
Bell, Berrien, Butler, Davis of Mississippi, Daw-
som, Downs, HHunter. King, Mangum, Mason,
Morton, Pratt, Sebastian, Soulé, Turney, and
Yulee—19.

The absentees from the South were, Pearce of
Maryland, Clemens of Alabama, Foote of Mis-
sissippi, Rusk and Mouston of Texas, Borland of
Arkansas. =

On the 17th, it was taken up in the House, and
subjected to the same summary process under
which the kindred measures from the Senate had
been forced through; among many competitors
for the floor, Mr. Brown of Mississippi, who
stood leaning sgsinst his desk with the utmost
composure, as if perfectly assured that he would
obtain it, was recognised by the Speaker. lle
was ready with the following smendment

“ And be it further enacted, That if any free
sr8on OF ns within the Distriet of Co-
!umbln shall entice or induce, by persunsion or
other means, any slave or slaves Lo run away
from his, her, or their owner or lawful possessor,
or shall in any manner aid, abet, assist any sluve
or slaves in running away, or escaping from the
owner or lawful r of snch slave or slaves,
or shall harbor any slave or slaves with the in-
tent to nssist him, her, or them, to escape from
the service of such owuer or possessor, such per-
son or persons shall be linble to indictment in
the criminal court of the District of Columbia;
and upon conviction, by verdiot, confession, or
otherwise, shall be imprisoned in the peniten-
tinry for any time not exceeding five years.”
Preston King expressed a desire to offer an
amendment.
“The 8 er, (to Mr. Brown) Does the
gentleman from Mississippi yield the floor 7
“ Mr. Brown. 1 do not yield.
“{Mr. King desired to move an amendment, a5

an additionsl section, mﬂu to sbolish sla-
very in the District of Columbia]
““Mr. Brown said, that he had no intention to

provoke ngain the discussion which had occapied
so large a portion of the session, e
had had h of that. He would merely sub-
wit the ment which he bad sent to the
Chair, and move to refer the bill to the Commit-
tee on the Distriot of Columbia; and on that
wotion he asked for the previous question,

““I'ho previous question was seconded.”

The previous question having been ordered,
the question was, first ou the motion to refer,
then on the amendment, finally on ordering the
bilk to & third resding. By this kind of man-
agement, all amendments Lut such as might be
proposed by slaveholding members, were ox-
cluded. So much for having a Speaker identified
with the slave interest.

“Mr, Preston King, 1 protest against this
course, which denies to any one, except & friend

of slavery, the opportunity to make s motion, or

|

— ———

ro an amendment, while these sla ’
0Fe ander soncidiration. Y e

er

“The S rapped to order,

“Mr. King. 1 make that protest.”

The question on referring was deelded in the
negative, The amendment of Mr. Brown wae
rejected by a vote of 108 to 65.  The only mem-
bers from the free States who voted for it was
Mr. McCresnaxo of Illinois, W. J, Buows of
Indiana, whose nume stands near the hewd of the
rall of members, voted at first for the ameadment,
but after the roll had been completed, changed
his yote. MeClernand’s name was not backing
enough. No Southern man voted for the amend-
ment. The usual motion to lay the bill on the
table was made, and lost—yeas 93, nays 129,
The bill was read a third time. and on its pussage
the vote stood—yeas 124, nays 47—as follows :

Yuas— Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, An-
drews, Ashmun, Beale, Biogham, Bissell, Booth,
Briggs, Brooks, W. J. Brown, Buel, Burrows,
Chester Butler, T. B. Butler, Cable, Calvin,
Campbell, Carter, Casey, Chandler, Clark, Cleve-
Iand, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Dimmick,
Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duer, Dunean, Dunham,
Durkee, Eliot, Nathan Ewans, Fiteh, Fowler,
Freadley, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gilbert, Gil-
more, Gorman, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hall, 11.l-
loway, Hamplo:i Harlan, T. L. Harris, Fay, Hay-
mond, Hlebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hoagland, Howe,
{Tunter, W. T. Jackson, Julian, G. G. King, J.
2 Wiew T A Kine Qpastoan Kive Lefflor. Le-
vin, Liutlefield, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Mat-
teson. MoClernand, MeDonald, McGaughey, Me. ]
uremablm, LA h By AGTRLALEAL, P TUR, Sl e,
Morris, Nelson, Ogle, Otis, Peaslee, Pheenix, Pit-
man, Potter, Patnam, Reed, Richardson, Risley,
Robbins, Robinson, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sack-
ett, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, School-
cralt, Silvester, Spaulding, Spnfue, Thaddeus
Stevens, Stetmn,rSuonp Taylor, James Thomp-
son, Thurman, Tock, UndorhilL Vinton, Waul-
den, Waldo, Wentworth, White, Whittlesey,
Wildrick, Wood, and Young—124.

Navs—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Av-
erett, Bayly, Bowdon, Bowie, A. G. Brown, Burt,
Cabell, é A. Caldwell, J. P. Caldwell, Cling-
man, W. R.W.Cobh, Coleock, Deberry, Edmund-
son, Alexander Evans, Evrinf, Featherston,Green,
Hamilton, Haralson, I. G. Harris, 8. W. Harris,
Holladay, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, J. W. Jack-
son, Andrew Johnson, Jcm:l,n {aufman, Kerr, La
Sere, Marshall, McDowell, R, M. McLane, Me-
ll:hl en, McQueen, Mill}son, Morse, Orr, Oul;ln-.

arker, l’llmsll:aé Powell, Savage, Seddon, F. P

Stanton, R. ton, A. H. Stephens, ThLomus,
Jacoh Tlu:snu, Venahle, Wallace, Watkins,
Williams, Woodward—17.

“[Mr. Stanly did not vote, having paired off
with Mr. Hnlnuilwho was against, while he was
in favor of the bill] .

““So the bill passed.” p

The passage of the bill amidst a struggle in
which the power of Congress to interfere in any
way withethe qdthtuon 61 Bwvery'h' iy Genied
by the South, is worthy of remark as involving s
practieal affirmation of the opposite doctrine. It
ia an assertion by Congress of its power to regu-
late or abolish slavery wherever it exists within

its jurisdiction,
HUNKERISM REJOICING,

Wilmot has been repudiated by the Democrats
of a district in which he claimed to be invincible,
and is mow running against the regular ticket;
Wentworth, of Illinois, sees breakers nhead, and
has withdrawn from the field ; and Bingh[n)m, of

ichigan, is openly denounced by emo-
cratic paper in his State, und does :l:rd’.mn of
getting back to Congress. This is a fact more
significant than any event of the last two years.

Pennsylvanian,

At a meeting of the Congressional Conferees of
Bradford and Tioga counties, held at Towanda,
on the 5th instant, David Wilmot, & man of whom
the Democracy should be proud, was regularly
re-nominated for Congress. The delegates from
Susquehana declined ncting with those conferees,
and, uniting with two gentlemen from Tioga, sp-
pointed by a meeting called and sanctioned by
only two out of nine members of the standing
committee, put in nomination James Lowrey, who,
according to the Pennsylvanion, is the regular
Democratic nominee. The Convention which
nominated Wilmot passed the following resolu-
tions :

¢ Resolved, That we ncknowledge no test but
principle in party politics; and, as Democrnts, it
1 e deasy Serbly o pioglesem wul Pribviglen, aud
firmly to maintain them.

“ Resolved, That we are unalterably opposed to
the extension of human slavery into territory
now free; and that we hold it to be the duty of
Congress to prohibit by positive law its introduc-
tion therein.

“ Resolved, That, standing upon these principles.
and relying with confidence upon the integrity
of the Hon. David Wilmot faithfully to carry
them out in our national councils, we present
him to the Democratic voters of this Congres-
sionnl District a8 our candidate for Co :

¢ Resolved, "That the bold and unﬂinzgi‘:;.mm-
ner in which the Hon. David Wilmot haa advoea-
tesd the preservation of free territory from the
threatened encroachments of slavery, meets thead-
miration and approbation of the Democracy of
this distriet,”

The Counvention that nominated Lowrey adopt-
ed the same resolutions in relation to slavery :

 Resolved, That we acknowledge no test but
principle in party politics, and ns Democrats it is
our duty boldly to proclsim our principles, and
firmly to maintain them.

 Resolved, That we are unalterably opposed to
the extension of slavery into territory now free,
and that we hold it to be the duty of Congress
to prohibit by positive law its introduction
therein.

“ Resolved, That standing upon these principles,
and relying with confidence upon the integrity
of James Lowrey faithfully to carry them out in
our National Councils, we present him to the
Democratic voters of this Con, onal District
us our candidate for Congress’’

Recollect, that the Pewnsylvanion and Washing-
ton Union are rejoicing at the nomination of Mr,
Lowrey, and then read the following antislavery
correspondence between Mr. Lowrey and his

nominators:
“Towanna, September 4, 1850.

“Dean S “fr;nll.“hbm.“ dmC&avulion
of Susquehanna, w we derived our ap-

Inlmui.q as conferees upon the sabject of a nom-

nation for Congress from this district, instructed

ug in terms ‘ to su no man for the office of
Representative in Congress, who is not avowedly
opposed to the farther extension of slavery into
territory now free!

i A very slight sequaintance, resulting from the
fact that your residence is in a county somewhat
remote from Sugquehanna, and our anxiety to
discharge what appearsto us clear and plain duty,
in the present crisis, leads us to ask st your hands
an immediate nse to the resolutions of our
convention, in such terms as your honest opinions
upon the subject may dictate.

 Very respectfully, your obedient servants,

“C. L, Browx,
“C. M. Gerg,
# Conferces from Swsqguehanna County.

& James Lowrey, Exq.

“Towanva, Ssprember 5, 1800,

“GrnteeveN : Your note of yesterday, stating
the instructions received by you from the late
Democratic Convention of Susgnehanna county,
in regard to the selection of a candidate for
Co:gul from this district, is this moment re-
ceived.

“In reply, permit me candidly and briefly to
say—that I concur entirely in the views expressed
by your Convention in relation to the extension
of slavery ; and of those expressed in the resolu-
tions passed by the late Democratic Convention
of Tioga county. Should [, honored by your nom-
ination, be so fortunate ns to be elected by the

of the district, I shall take pride and

ﬂmn in faithfully sustaining, as far as my hum-

¢ abilities will permit, the doctrines and meas-

urea to which your instructions refer; and also

in promoting st all times the grest principles and

established usages of the party to which we in
common belong.

“] bave the bonor to be your obedient servant,

“J. Lowney,

“To C L. Brawn, and C. M. Gere,

Esiprs., Conferees.”

Mr. Wilmot has been tried, and nobody doubts
his fidelity to Free Seil Principles, or his ability
to maintain them.  Mr. Lowrey is known abroad
only by his hostility to Mr. Wilmot. In 1845, he
was one of a dozen managers who ran Judge
Brewster in opposition to Wilmot ; snd upon the
Brewster banuer, says the Tioga Bamner, “in
glowing colors stood out—*the South has & right
to uransport her slaves to an equal share of the
territory aequired from Mexico” ” A pretly can-
didte for Anti-Slavery men, is Mr. Lowrey in
1850 We know something of the walue of
pledges in the eyes of [lunker Democrals in Penn-
sylvania,

Mr Lowrey is not more solemnly pledged now

than were Messrs. Gilmore and Thompson iy
1848 ; but the records of the present Cohgresy
show that all their pledges have been shamefully
viclated. '

*e presume Mr. Wentworth has not with.
drawn from the field in fear of “the breakers
That the Cass peliticians  should denounce
Bingham, is not surprising. He is o consistent,
stendfast friend of Froedom ; and bis firmness and
r:lii:i, have made him any thing but ngoeptable

r plinble lender,

2 Stand by those who have stood by the eause of
F'ree Soil in the present Congress, whatever theip
party denomination! Down with evers man who
has betrayed it! In every State, Hunkerlsm |
uutiring in its efforts to break down the men, byt
for whom Freedom would have lost all iy (i,
strnggle just olosed,

Where the intended vietim is a Demoerat i1,
Hunkers get up a candiddte oo their own aocon
aware that the Whigs of course will bave thei,
nominee, but preferring s Whig to a Free 9]
triumph. Where a Free Soil Whig ix 1o 1
sacrificed, ITunker Whigs pursue  similyr policy
We hope there will be virtoe and sagacily “W“FIJ'
nmong the People to baffle these base schemes
Men who have bravely defied Party for the sake
of Principle should be sustained by all who Jook
to Party as merely » moans of securing the el
lishment o) l'l'll.l{.'l."l(?.

vivan BEMH RS 1 YADANLL

Ex-Speaker Brown, who lately obtained the
control of the Indiana State Sentiuel is doomel
to a little more trouble than he anticipated in the
honorable work of bringing back the Demoeruey
of Indinna to their alleglanc te ke Slave Power

Mr. Ellia, former editor of the Goshen [ew.
oerat, now auditor of State, and NMr. Spaon, late
of the firm of Chapman and Spaun, of the St
Senrinel, have started a liberal Democratic journal,
at Indianapolis, designed, we presume, to oppose
the servile teachings of the Browns. Such a paper
ig greatly needed in Indiana.  How the Deno-
oratic party in that State can tolerate as their
leading editor, 8 man who, last winter in Con-
greas disgraced himself, by an attempt to secure
the Speaker's chair on the strength of written
pledges to the Free-Soilers, and verbal pledges to
the Slavery-Propagandists, we cannot understan

THE COMPROMISE BOUNDARY AND PEARCE'S
“ BOUNDARY.

The New York Tribune, laboring to heap odinm
ow tha yppopants of the Compromise bill of
Clay, talks patheticatty of the amount of territd
ry which the Compromise bill concerning Texus
would have secured, and what Pearce’s bill yield-
ed.

“Independent,” the zealous Whig correspond-
ent of the Philadelphia North dmerican, avows
his preference for Pearce’s bill to that of Mr. Clay,
on the following grounds:

“ First, because it secured nearly 6,000 square
miles more territory—! mean available territo-
ry—to New Mexico than the other; second, be-
cause the Southern starting point on the Rio
Grande was twenty miles below that proposed by
Mr. Clay; third, because it preserved to New
Mexico four Spanish towns on the enst side of
the river; fourth, because it saved the ecastern
valleys of the Rio Grande to New Mexico, snd
did not sever the hesdwaters of Texan rivers,
and lastly, because it was a better and a more nat-
ural bounéary in every respect than thut of the
Compromise. These facts have been studigusly
concealed by those who talk of a surrender uof
245,000 pquare miles of territory to Texas. It is

1y true that T'exas ol & more territory
J Pearce’s hill than by the other ; hut so does
ew Mexico also, and ® the extent | have named
The territory scquired by Texas is a parchel
d where neither slavery nor freedom —spaak-
ing reference to the distinction betweey
races—aoan exist, if the most reliable informatic
may be trosted.”
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TUESDAY 1N CONGRESS,

The House gave another expression of opinion
last Tuesday, ndverse to any alterntion of the
existing tariff,

Several hills containing grants of land, &¢
were thereupon rejected.

The Senate pnssed the Mexican lndemuity bill
from the Ilouse, and then proceeded to consifer
the bill granting permits in the gold mines of
Californin.

UNIUST,

The London Anti-Slavery Reporter, commenting
on the Lopez expedition to Cubas, remarks
‘“The fact is, disguise it as we may, the Ameri-
both North and South, with few exoceptions
would have hailed with satisfaction the eaplure
of Cuba; and the authorities at Washington
would have speedily acknowledged its independ-
ence of Spain, had 8 Provisional Government been
formed. The South covets the QQueen of the Au-
tilles, becanse it would be a political counterpoise
to the free States, which are rapidly coming into
the Union; and because it would enable the older
slave States to get rid, at a profitsble market, of
their redundant slave population, and prolong,
for an indefinite period, the system of slavery
The North, commercinlly speaking, would be
tly benefited, and the produce and the mar-
et they so much prize would be all their own
However the stir at Wuhingmni'mor the
sailing of Lopez, and however great the energy
displuyed, since his return, we feol persunded
that eral Taylor, at heart, a8 much regrets
the issue of the expedition as Loper himself”

This is unjust to the American People and fo
their Government. The great mnjority of them
did not sympathize with the piratieal expedition
of Lopez ; and a8 to General Taylor's Adminiatri-
tion, its mction was prompt, energetie, efficient
fully vindicating its honor and good faith. Our
English friends must not yield to their prejudices
#o fur as to imagine that the Ameriean People,
with here nnd there an exception, are pirates,

-

THE CHAPLIN CASE.

The Republic furnishes the following intelli
gence respecting Mr. Chaplin :

“A writ of habeas corpus was on Wednesday

issued by his hgnor Judge Cranch, Chief Justice
of the Circuit Court for the Distriot of Columbia,
on the application of the counsel of this person,
and he was yesterday morning brought hefore
Judge C, who required bail in the amount of
86,000 for his appearance at the fall term of the
Criminal Court. The counsel retained by the
accused we understood to be J. H. Dradley. Dun-
iel Rateliffe, and Walter Jones, Esqg's.; but only
Messrs. Bradley and Ratcliffe appeared for him
on this cocasion. The United States was | J
sented by the District Attorney, P. R. I,
Esq.  Asa Childs, Esq , of the city of New York,
who is udemoa to have come to Washington
at the instance of certain friends of the prisoner
wis also present. A bond for the requisite
amount ofgnﬂ heing entered into nﬂ}f“ud pev-
erally, by General Chaplin, David A.
Parker, sad William Blanchard, the first namel
was discharged from the custody of the jailor of
Washington county, but held upon a warrant 1=
sued by virtue of the requisition of the Govert-
or of Maryland, in compliance with whieh he
wus in the afternoon conveyed to Rockville by
officers Goddard and Handy”

“As we siated yesterday, Mr. Chaplin wis
y {'“T?ﬂvmusr::

there. ho was taken

and Braddock.

that he lwl’tnrlenéj his
resignation office of Attorney for the Com-
muhb.flr‘ﬂﬂ it had not been :
and uuhud-vt;omplr wi';::

made to attend in the prescn :
.nu ',..u- e was not n volunteer

W
engaged b eitizens of Montgomery
but had been 4 He deciaimed ot

o for the prosecation.
w% the rnormity of the offence sl
l: u::&-uﬁ “Bom
was vehemently applanded.  Mp. Bow-
:ﬂmh this applause.  Mr. Tuck expresc!
his regret for it, The magistrates commanide!
silence, and ordered the arrest of any person of-
fending in this wise, Theapplause was, however,

subeeq mwl. mention this »
mﬂﬁuﬂ, ex feclings :ﬂlo . '
¥ There was some argument bolween “:il




